We report the results of two field experiments assessing whether exposure to mobbing calls, which usually indicates the presence of a predator, elicits changes in risk perception as measured by the willingness of forest birds to enter or cross gaps in forest cover. In the first experiment, we tested the prediction that wintering black-capped chickadees, Poecile atricapilla, will travel less in open areas to seek food from a feeder during a simulated mobbing event than they will under control conditions. The number of visits to feeders decreased at increasing distances from forest edges (0-10 m) when mobbing calls were played. Mobbing calls increased the overall rate of visits to feeders, but lowered the rate of visits to feeders located at 10 m from forest edges. By contrast, when a stuffed merlin, Falco columbarius, was placed near the feeder, chickadees rarely visited the feeder, regardless of the distance to forest edge. In the second experiment, we tested the prediction that breeding male red-eyed vireos, Vireo olivaceus, would be less attracted to the song of a nearby red-eyed vireo after a playback of a mobbing event than after a 'neutral' sound stimulus, especially if they had to cross an open area. Vireos were as willing to enter or cross gaps in forest cover following exposure to mobbing calls, although they responded more frequently to conspecific song under forest cover than across gaps. Our results suggest that forest birds under cover assess the risk of a mobbing situation largely on the basis of the distance to the cause of mobbing. It follows that a trade-off between risk and reward may not occur with mobbing birds, unless mobbing occurs far outside forest cover and/or at very close range (<5 m) to a predator. 
We report the results of two field experiments assessing whether exposure to mobbing calls, which usually indicates the presence of a predator, elicits changes in risk perception as measured by the willingness of forest birds to enter or cross gaps in forest cover. In the first experiment, we tested the prediction that wintering black-capped chickadees, Poecile atricapilla, will travel less in open areas to seek food from a feeder during a simulated mobbing event than they will under control conditions. The number of visits to feeders decreased at increasing distances from forest edges (0-10 m) when mobbing calls were played. Mobbing calls increased the overall rate of visits to feeders, but lowered the rate of visits to feeders located at 10 m from forest edges. By contrast, when a stuffed merlin, Falco columbarius, was placed near the feeder, chickadees rarely visited the feeder, regardless of the distance to forest edge. In the second experiment, we tested the prediction that breeding male red-eyed vireos, Vireo olivaceus, would be less attracted to the song of a nearby red-eyed vireo after a playback of a mobbing event than after a 'neutral' sound stimulus, especially if they had to cross an open area. Vireos were as willing to enter or cross gaps in forest cover following exposure to mobbing calls, although they responded more frequently to conspecific song under forest cover than across gaps. Our results suggest that forest birds under cover assess the risk of a mobbing situation largely on the basis of the distance to the cause of mobbing. It follows that a trade-off between risk and reward may not occur with mobbing birds, unless mobbing occurs far outside forest cover and/or at very close range (<5 m) to a predator. Birds often use mobbing behaviour, mostly when they discover stationary predators (Curio 1978; Curio et al. 1978) . The resulting scene often attracts mixed-species groups, whose individuals may join the mobbing. Although mobbing is a widespread behaviour in birds (Ficken & Popp 1996; Hurd 1996) , no consensus has been achieved on its adaptive or ecological significance. It is often assumed that mobbing impairs the efficacy of predators, for example, by confusing them or making them leave the area (reviewed by Curio 1978; Pettifor 1990; McLean & Rhodes 1991; Flasskamp 1994; Pavey & Smyth 1998) . Discriminating among potential, proximate functions that drive mobbing behaviour is difficult because several functions can operate simultaneously while achieving the same apparent result.
Birds mobbing a predator tend to be highly conspicuous (Curio & Regelmann 1985; Ficken & Popp 1996) , in sharp contrast to birds under immediate risk (e.g. nearby raptor in flight), which usually stop moving altogether and vocalize relatively little. Thus, birds may perceive mobbing as a less risky situation than most encounters with hunting predators. In fact, a stationary predator may represent an opportunity for mobbers to direct an honest signal (ability to withstand increased risk) to both the predator and to conspecifics, in a way consistent with the handicap principle (Zahavi 1975; Grafen 1990; Caro 1995) . This hypothesis is particularly plausible for cases in which the immediate threat is questionable, such as diurnal songbirds mobbing a strictly nocturnal owl (Harvey & Greenwood 1978 PQ, G1K 7P4, Canada (email: andre.desrochers@sbf.ulaval.ca 
